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. Remarks, have ſuch ſuperior Attainments as to ſee clear- 


Tope that both he and thiy are better Chriftians than t« 
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CHRISTIAN FRIENDS, 
HA following Queries and Remarks ſeem to us to con- 
cern Matters of the utmoſt Importance. Me ave repre- g 
ſented in the 22 as Pilgrim and Travellers 10 
a better Country; and as a wrong Choice of the Road 
may ruin us eternally, eve ought to examine every Step eve i 
tread, and take Notice that our Guides be not blind nor ce 
miffaken, left they lead us aftray. None can blame us M. 
ben our & ou's are in Danger of eternal Ruin, to look % ty, 
Ouvſehves, and to ſecure the one Thing needful ; nor dare 
we allow ourſelves to follow the Multitude, if we fear 
they go aftray ; nor regard any Man further than be fol- 
tows Chrift : Ard we kepe this will juftify ws in what well 


haze dome in the followirg Pages ; for, if all our Chrifti- 
an brethren, le may think it <vorth wwbile to read our” 


- 
* 


" ly, that all that Mr Whitefield bas printed, is ſoun« ® 

and agreeable to the holy Scrijtures; yet wwe hope that 
. Fheir Clriftian Charity is ſo great, that they will not con. 
.. .demn ns for applying as we bav? done to our Teachers, ang 
Ax Advice, to Hr. Whitefield bimſelf, to remote 
| e unbappy Stumbling- Blocks but of our Way. We can. 

net lelp thinking for ourſelves, and judging of Tbings ac- 
cording to the Light they appear in; and we promiſe, thai". 
when that Gentleman ſatisfies us in theſe Things, we will be. 
l in a aus cannot do it ſooner. But when ce re. 
, that be is but a Man; that great and good Mei ® 
Hau been miſtaken; and that Infallibiluy (as far as wet 
know) it entail'd neither un bim nor bi Follocvers, . 


K. 


blame us if we can be the Inftruments of pointing out the 
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vheir Souls, and will look on it as the moſt eminent Service 
cas be done them, if by our Means they receive a Kindneſs 
lebat will turn to their Account, through a boundleſs 
Eternity. 

— that te are at a Loſs to know what to 
Y ele of ſome of bis Expreſſions ; if they have any Meat- 
» Wang at all, e fear that it is a bad one; and will rejoice 
to find Ourſelves diſappointed, if he ſhews us that they are 
ſound and good, But if be pretends Furry or Want of 
Lime, and does not either 5110 er condemn them, or 
= give us ſome Satisfaction, be will conſtrain ws to think, 
that he bas bis own Glory in View more than the Glory 
of God or the Good of bis Church He bas ſuch high 
Conception of Man, or ſuch low Conceptions of God, that 
owe fear be bas juſt Conceptions of neither ; to ſay, *© That 
Man was adorned with all the Perſections of the Dei- 
ty, that he was the Perlection of the moral and material 
World,“ as be does, Page 17, Vol. 24 of Sermons, #s 
= <wvbat we can neither believe, nor find ground from Rea- 

be fol- fon nor Revelation to ſupport it ben our Divines prove 
hat wei the Divinity of our bleſſed Lord, they ſometimes do it (we 
Chrifli-# think to good Purpoſe) ty proving, that the Scriptures 
ead our" attribute to him all the Perf:&ions of the Deity, and of 
clear Conſequence, that be is the eternal God, equal with the 
= Father and Holy Spirit; but if a meer Man may be adon- 


ned with all theſe Perfections, we know not <vhat to n 
of this Argument, till be give us better Light. — Again if 
== Men be baptized into the Nature of the Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoſt, as be ſeems to aſſert, p 128, vol. 2 it not 
this to make them, on their Converſion, Partalers of the God- 
bead, er ſome Way equal to the ſupreme Being ? What 
all wwe think of the Doctrine, that one while links us into 
Brutes and Devils, and again exalts ws to be equal to God ? 
This puts us in Mind of ſome Antinomian Reveries, of being 
goded with God, and chrifted with Chriſt: And we hope the 
Readers will pardon us, tho wwe de ſire to get Light in theſe 
Things, ſeeing it is our great Concern 0 baus right Notions 
of God and ourſelves, and to act een 
ben we bear bim tell ws, That the Regener te 
waſhes away the Guilt of Sin by the Tears of a finccre 


A2 35 Repentance, 4 


n 


p. 22, 23, vol 2 we thizk that it ſavours of Popery 
and Arnananiſm, fo join any Thirg cvitb the lod of 
Cbriſt to waſh away Sin; and hope it «vill offend none, 
That wwe cant belſ oe this on his bare Word, contrary to 
many Scripture Texts for ewe abbor an implicite Faith, 
4s not that Expreſſion of the ſame Stamp? Vol. 1, p. 79. 
Where be ſays, ** That a ſingle Aim at God's Glory, 
alone can render our Actions acceptable in God's Sight: 


F a ſingle Aim at Ged's Glory one can render our Actions 


acceptable in bis Sight, cobat need is there fer the Blood of 
Chriſt? e Joe none of our Bretbren will be offenged, 
that eve cannot believe this popi ſn Doctrine, till he explain or 
prove it from Scripture — He farther tells as, p 128, vol. 
2. (if ce miftake him not). That our Lord commanded 
his Diſciples to baptize Men into the Nature of the 
Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt,“ which is either to convert 
them, or rather to make them equal with God: And if be 
Has eiven Men Ability to do either the one or the other, by 
repeating the I ords of the Inſtitution; Why may tiey not 


as enſiiy change a Wafer into his Body and Blood? And 


this 1mells of Popcry,.and wviil ſupport the Doctrine of 
JT rarſult tantiation — When be tells ws, ** That we mutt 
be juſtified by the inherent Righteouſne of Chriſt,” 
if by this be intends our Sanctiß ation, or good Habits, and 
good Works perfermed by the Aid of the Spirit, does not he 
' here again give another fair Invitation to bring us to Rome? 
And eve hope eve du be excuſed from ſetting our Face that 
Way, till ae be once convinced, that it is the fare Road fo 
eternal Happ meſes Ae not theſe Doctrines full of Armi- 
nianiſm? And tis no Honder, that aus are ſurprized to find 
them in his own Writings, and to hear him continually 
| applaud 44 Weſtly, e (ave are informed) is an Armi- 
| man, <vhen «ct find him cry them down in all but tbem- 


F ſe ves. Me deteſt theſe Errors in beth, and cannot ſee 


iron h this Piece of Management, 
But þ 


54% by inberent Righteouſneſs, in vol. 1. p 16. 
be underſtands the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt inberent in us 3 
5 Jopr every ove cui alefere to know, as well as 


ca 


. 


| « 3. 1 
-Repontar ee, joined with Faith in the Blood of Chriſt,“ 


pmeſelees, tow tt mativitc Rightcouſiels of Jeſus Chriſt 
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can inhere in a finite Creature? Unleſe, as has leen already 
ob/erved, he make the Believer in ſome dieaſure egual with 


pendix, vol. 1. Fol. and find it the ſeventu Antinomian 
= Error, that he there condemns, what can ce joy? When 
we ford Ar. Whitefield conntenancing dir Weltley's 
E Preface to Haly burton's Memoirs, <vhich is big with 


Antinomian Abſurdities: uben he can applaud that Gen- 


tleman and not diſcover the tal ie Divinity, that Le has there 


ent abroad to poiſon the World; Can we think that himſelf 


is ſound? w hen he tells us in his Letter againſt the Book, 
entitled, The Whole Duty of Mau, p. 4 ani 5. ©* That 
Gad never made a ſecond Covenant with Adam himſelf, 
nor any of his Pofterity ; That it is a Promiſe and 0 
3 ant; That there are no Terms zor Conditions in 
„.. 
' Flat above one Hundred and Fifty Texts in our Bibles 
A ert the contrary. Ho many of our ableſt Divines have 
one ſince vefuted this wild Antinomian Notion ! And 


dix, where he expoſes it as the Ninth of their Errors. 
n ben ue find bim, vol. 1. p. 7. giving Reaſons why 
Alen muſt be New Creatures ix order to qualify them ro 
* ſavingly in Chrift ; cuby does he condemn lrchbiſbop 
"Tillotſon, Letter Firft againſt the Achbiſl ap, page the 3d. 
Yor /bewing the Nature of Regeneration and its Necolſſity, 
in order to our juſtification and Salvation? 4s not the 
ew Creature in r. Whitefield, and the Regenerate 
#2 the Archbiſbop's Words, of the ſame Meaning and 
Import? Ls not being ſavingly in Chrift, as the Fuß 
expreſles it, and obtaining Juſtification and Salvation, 
s the other has it, the wery ſame Thing? BVty did 
of Mr. Whitefield corre this Error in his own 
# ritings, as well as in the others? If it le an Error 
the one, to ſay, That ue muſt be regenerate or be 
ew Creatures, in order 10 Juſtification and Salvation, 
being ſavingly in Chrift, is it not ſo in the other ? Or, 
es My, Whiteficld's expreſſing rhe ſame Error in diffe- 
nt Words, make it a Goſpel Truth ? We diſlike what 
ks like the Arminian in beth, and we Ie none of bis 
| os Friends 
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God ; but when abe compare this with Ar. Flavel 2d Ap- 


e cannot take his bare Word, while we think. 


among others, Ar. Flavel, Vol. 1. Fol. in bis 2d Appen- 
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| [vi] 4 
Friends vill blame us for this, when be ſometimes does is © 
bimſelf. | q 
If ue have dropt any Exbr ſſious in our Dueries, that may in 
any wiſe diſpleaſe any other religions Society, we hope they 
bill pardon our Bluntneſs ; <ve profeſs a hearty Charity and 
Good-Will towards all that hold the fundamental Truths of 
the Goſpel ; wve claim no Dominion over any Man's Con- 
ſcience, but chearfully allow every one the Liberty we take, 
to judge for ourſelves, to ſeek for the beſt Information he 
can get in ſuch weighty Concerns, and to adhere to chat 
Doctrines are moſt agreeable to the holy Scriptures *: But 
when we find any Perſon profeſs me Thing, and yet 
ſeem to run into another; when any of another Denomi- 
nation 'cem to come nearer to us than others of our 
| Neighbours, when at the ſame time wwe imagine, that he is at © 
it as great or even a greater Diſtance than they, we cannot 
1 help having a -vorſe Opinion of ſuch Practices, than theirs, * 
il evo plainly tell us in what we differ. If any Neakneſs 7 
| or Miſtakes be diſcovered in this, and what follows, by Mr, © 
Whitefield, or any of our Chriſtian Brethren, and it be poin- © 
| ted out with a Spirit of Meekneſs, we gain our End, © 
*i evhich is only to be able to find out and maintain the 
| Truth: And that the Holy Spirit may guide us all in the 
"5 Mays of Truth, and preſerve us from Errors, is the earneſt * 
Prayer of your ſincere Friends, F 
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ON 


The humble ADDRESS of ſeveral Perſons 
of the Presbyterian Perſuaſion, being 
Members of ſeveral Congregations in our 
Bounds, to the Presbytery of New-Caſtle, 
met at Whiteclay Creek, September 

the Ninth, 1740. 


7 0D+920HE venerable and ſacred Character 
| | = #* the Reverend Mr. Whitefield bears, 

4 as an incomparable Reformer; and 
* 


the pigh Commendations given to his 


. ta 
«x 2 rp oh the Pulpit and Preſs, as 


well as in private Conference, and 
that, by ſome Minifters and People of our own Deno- 
” mination, having raiſed our Expectations very high, we 
were induced to attend his Sermons, ard to read and 
peruſe his Books, hoping to receive much Light and Be- 
2 nefit thereby: But, upon the beft Peruſal we cou'd 
make of them, albeit, we find that a great Part ot his 
.} Writings do anſwer the Character given them, as bei 
-2 ſound, yet, to our great Surprize, we every now a 
then ſtumble upon ſome Thing that ſeems to jar with 
thoſe ſounder Parts, as well as with other good Books ; 
and, if we be not much miftaken, with Scripture and 
= Tound Reafon. Our Jealouſies hereanent, whether 
= Right or Wrong, giving us ſome Uncaſineſs, we were 
much perplexed what to do If we ſhould think of go- 
ing to ſome of Mr. Whitefield's warm Adherents, we 
were afraid, by Reaſon of the Treatment that others 
m_—_— : CE mr 
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- thing could be expected thereby, but incenfing the u a 

ainſt us, to call us blind and carnal Men, es uſaal, Þ 

Now, tho* Mr. M hitefield himtelf, by ſome Part of hi: 1s; 
_ Writings, would ſeem to be a Man of another Spirit Do: 
and Sentiments from ſuch warm inconfiderate Adhe-| aud 
rents, as appears by many Expreſſions in his Letters thr: 
- #gaiaft Archbiſhop Tillozſon, and the Author of rhe 7 vel; 

Book entitled The I hole Duty of Man; particularly by ceſſ 
his taxing the Diſſenters for acting very partially, far not F as 7 
- ſpeaking; ſo explicitely as they ought, againſt the Arch⸗ Poi 
. biſhop's Doctrine, when known to be contrary to the id is 
Truth of the Goſpel, albeir, the Archbiſhop was their W. 
Friend, and behaved with much Moderation towards? Dit 
them, whilft he lived; we cannot ſec, how he could, ſter 
conſiſtent with this, tax any of the Lovers of Truth for pre 
acting unchriſtianly, for enquiring into the Reaſons of Lig 


. ſome of his Aſſertions, when we judge, that they appear 
to us as ny to truth as ſome of the faid Archbithop's : 
. DoEtrines: For, if we miftake nor, it is the Duty and 
Priviledge of every doubring Chriftian, ro enquire into 
the Reaſons of the plaineit Seripture- Doctrine, when 
he heſitates about it: But we ſhould not ſpeak explicitly Þ 
age inſt any Doctrine, but what upon mature Delibera- * 
tion we have found falſe. But when we conſider the 
Treatment a Neighbouring Minifter had from Mr. 
. Whitefield's warm Adherents, and their Cries till agaiuſt 
him, for deſiring a Conference with Mr Hbitefield, a- | 
bout ſome Points in his Sermon, which ſaid Miniſter 
was in Doubts about; we do deſpair ot Acceſs to him— 
The only Remedy therefore left us, to ſalve ps of our 
Doubts, as we ſee, is, an Addreſs to you cur Teachers, 
now in Presbytery met, and tetting our Scruples in order 
| before you: And we promiſe, that if you, or any of you, 
can ſatisfy us with Scripture and found Reaſon, we ſhall * 
not only chearfully fubmit to the ſame, but alſo return 
you our moft hearty Thanks, as counting the Diſcavery 7 « 
of Truth our Gain and Joy. Bur if you decline, or | 
cannot agree among yourſelyes, about ſo]ving us herein, 
we defire your. Judgments, whether it be any Breach | 
of order, for us, at our own Expences, and ſuch as ſhall F 
join with us, to put our Seruples into print, that ſo there 
— | | may 
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ſters that except againſt tome of Mr. Ii ht field's Ex- 

preſſions as unſound: And we, according to dur preſent 


zald, 
h for 


a. may be m Opportanity given to Mr. V iteſt:d to cleat 


bis Doctrine, if miſrepreſented or miſapptehended by 
ns; And that we may make a fair Eſſay to have our 
& Doubts cleared, which for the prefent ſeem to be Bars 
aud Letrs to hinder us to join with our Chriflian Bre- 

thren iu Matters of common Concern, with that One- 
reſs of Mind ard Heart, which is deſtrable and ne- 
ceſſary for our mutual Comfort: 


For when one Side is 
as Zeatons for, as the other is Jealous of a controverted 
Point, and Aſſertions about it in Matters of Conſcience, 


it is well known how difficcult it is to go Hand in Hand. 


We find by Experience, that the other Sid have their 
Ditficulties to entertain a good Opinion of thoſe Mini- 


ns of Light, find it hard to entertain a good Opinion ot thoſe 
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bath theſe Words, viz * Fe, that it, God, breathed into 


that proclaim all his Doctrines ſound in the ſtron- 


geft Terms, We have therefore endeavoured ro put 
our Scruples in the moſt incffenſive Way we could, by 
not only Tranſcribing ſome Paragraphs out of Mr. 
A bit. feld's printed Writings ; but alto, according to 
our Capacitics, we have endeavoured to propoſe our 
Doubts by railing proper Q 1erics upon ſuch Paragraphs 
as follows. Tet | 

Fu, Mr. Whitefield in his Sermon on Ac 19. 5. 
Page 5. * where ſpeaking of Man's Creation, he 


Man the Breath of ſpiritual Life, and bis Soul became a- 
* dorned with all the PerfefFions of the Deity." 

- © I. Muſt not that Man have either diminutive 
Thoughts of God, or elſe monſtronfly exalted Thoughas of 
Man, that can think, much more ſpeak and write, that the 
Soul of Man in its beſt State was adorn'd with all the 
Perfections of the Deiry ! What then is become of the 


_* DiftinQion, that all ound Divines malte between the 


communicable and incommunicable Attributes of God? 
Doth not Scriptu e and Reaſon ſupport this laryx 
Diſtinction? If the Soul of Man was adorned with all, 
the Perfections of the Deity, without Exception of any, 
what is the. native and neceſſary Conſequence _ 
3's, . +" 4-0 | Tom, 
Vol. II. ef Sermon, printed at Philadelphia, Page 17. 


10 
from, but hat the Soul then was in ſome ſort equal td 
God; which is tod horrid to utter, without a Detefla- 
tion of it? Were not Expreſſions of this Import 
condemn'd for Blatphemies in the Mouths of Fox and 
Naylor ? 

I, In the ſime Sermon, 5 9 (Pol. IL, p. 22 23.) Mr. 
Whitefield ſpeaing of the Regenerate, when fallen into 
Sin, hath theſe Words: * Ae, i e. the Regenerate Per- 
* ſon, quickly riſes again, and goes out from the World, and 
© eveeps bitterly, waſhes away the Guilt of Sin, by the 
© Tears of a ſincere Repentance, join'd with Faith in the 
* Blood of Jetus Chriſt,” 

Quer. I. Is not the Blood of Chriſt to be applied by 
Faith, the ſole or only Laver, to waſh away the Guilt of 
Sin, 1 Jobn 1. 7. *Tis true, Faith in grown Believers, 
to make Application of his Blood to the Soul, muft be 
exerciſed thereon: And it is true, that a Believer muſt 
renew the Exerciſes of Repentance, in order to regain 
the Senſe of Pardon; but till, what ſolely obtains the 
Pardon, and blots out the Gwilt, is the Blood of the at- 
toning Sacrifice. Is it not by our Juſtification that the 
Guilt of Sin is waſhed away? How then can there be 
any room to join our Tears with Faith in the Blood of 
Chriſt, ro juſtify us before God, without we ſuppoſe the 
Satisfaction of theCroſs to be incompleat? By what Art 
can our Tears be joined with Faith in the Blood of 
Chriſt to cleanſe away the Guilt of Sin? What Quanti- 

ty of the one and of the other will make a due Compoſi- 
1 rion, without ſpoiling the Whole? Why may not ſome 
Grains of new Obedience be again added to our Tears 
| to make the Compoſition more compleat ; for ſurely 
this is Duty, and a neceſſary Fruit of Faith as well as 

godly Sorrow, and as inſeparable from it? | 
Oger. II. How is this conſiſtent with what Mr. 
Whitefield himſelf faith, in his Letter againft the Book 
entitled the Whole Duty of Man, p 6: * God's Law was 

© bonowrable, Jeſus Chriſt fulfilled it in our fteads ; and upon 

* account of that Righteouſneſs imputed to us, and received 

« by Faith, and not on our hearty Endeavour or Repen- 

* tance, are we accepted by bim? i bat is there 1 our 

arty 
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$ hearty Endeavour or Repentance to tecommerd . 
© the Favour of God, or render them worthy of being joine 
© evith the Rightecuſneſs of Chriſt ; as tho that was not 


= « ſufficient of #ſe/f?* Further, Mr. H”: itefeld adds the 
Words of pious Biſhop Beveridge to the fame Purpole, p, 
7. who faith, * Nay, I cannot confeſs my Sins, but my 
3 © very Confeſſions are ftill Aggravations of them: My Re- 


© pentings need to be repented of: My Veurs need Waſh- 
ing; and the very Waſhing of my Tears ;eed ſill to be 
© qvajbed over again with the Blood of my Redeemer.” Now 
if Mr. J}hbitefeld ſpeaks right in p. 8. of th: ſime Ler- 
ter; for there is no Hopes of bringing [I cop to the right 


* Knowledge of the Goſpel, till their favourite, tho" erroneous 
* Authors, are diſcounteranced and laid aſide * And it is 
> therefore accounted a becoming Zeal in Mr. //T:itefield 
to write warmly and keenly againit the Writing or o- 
thers, upon this Account; How then can others be bla- 


med for oppoſing ſuch Expreſſions in 7 itefeld's Books 
as are as erroneous as thoſe he condemns in others? 
Nay, ſhould not Mr. /hitefield, and his warm Adhe- 
rents, be as careful in Correcting his own Sermons as 
the Books of others, if found faulty in ſome of the tame 
Points, or other Points as material? If it be faid, that 
Mr. Whitefield is fo buſily employ'd in Preaching, and 
Writing againſt other Men's Writings, that he hath. 
no Time to look back upon his former Writings, may 
not ſome of his Adherents aſſiſt herein to a good Pur- 
pole? Or if a By-Stander ſnould mark ſome of thoſe 
Exprethons that look exceprionable ; by what Rule, 
but that of Contraries, can he be judged an Oppoſer ot 


| * God's Work, or of the Goſpel ? 


III. In the ſame Sermon, þ 18. (vo 2. p. 33.) he ſaith. 
Jou have paſſed- thro' the Pangs of the New- Birth, and 
* now vejoice, that the Man Chriſt Jeſus is ſpiritually 
formed in your Hearts.” To the ſime Purpoſe, it we 


_ rightly apprehend it, is what we find in the Letter a- 


foreſaid, p. 5. where paraphraſing upon thoſe Words, 
The Seed of the Woman ſhall bruiſe the Serpent's Head; 
Mr. I hitefield writes thus, The Seed of the Woman, 
. e. Feſus Chriſt (who in all probability cvas ſpiritually 


' conceived 


121 | 


* conceived that Inſtant in the Htart of Eve) ſhall truiſ 4 {or 0! 


© the Serpent j Head:  Agreeabic to which Notion, we 


have in Mr. Miteſeld, Vol. I of Sermong, printed 


at Philadelphia. Pp 53. * The many Souls that are nou- 


. riſhed weekly by the tpiritaal Body and Blood of Feſus 
* Chriſt by your Means. 

Our. 1. Had the Man Chriſt Jeſus a real tho' a ſpi- 
11tual Being or Conception in the Days of L 

Pry II. i hat or who was that, Which was ſpiritual- 
Iy conccived that Inſtant in the Heart of Eve, wiereoin the 
+ romite was given, but the New Creature, or the I- 
mage of Chriſt ? If fo, in what ſenſe can the new Crea- 
ture, or Image of Chriſt in us, be called the Seed ot tie 
Ii oman, or the az Chriſt Jefus ? Is the Man Chritt 
Jeſus, and the New Creature in ns, one and the ſame ? 
Are we to belicve in the New Creatare, as the Chriſt 
held forth in this Promiſe? How, or when, did this 
New Creature, or this ſpiritual n Chriſt ſeſus, who 
then had a Conception, bru:te the Serpent's Head by 
his Obedience and Sufferings? Had the Man Chriſt 
Jeſus, as the Seed ot the Woman, any other Concep- 
tion. beſides that ſupernatural One by the Power of 
the Holy Ghoft, in the Womb of the Virgin Mary ? 
We would be glad to know, where there is any Sciip- 
ture Ground to ſupport the ſpiritual Conception of 
Chriſt, as the Seed of the Woman; or the ſpiritual 
Manhood of Chriſt? Are not theſe Notions as untelli- 
gible as thoſe of Borelay in his Apology, p. 135, 136. 
where he ſpeaks of the Chrut within? It is true, the 
Apoſtle ſpeaks of Forming ef Chriſt in us, Gal 4. 19. 
| but are not we to underftand that Place as intending the 
Image, and not the Perſcn of Chriſt, as God-Man ? 
much leſs, can we under ſtand it of Chriſt, as the Seed of the 
Woman, or az n We hope we do (according to our 
Meaſure) underſtand what it is to feed on a crucified 
Chriſt ; but yet, we would deſire to know what is that 
ſpiritual Body and ſpiritual Blood, with which Sovls are 
nouriſhed ? Is this /dirital Body and Blood of Chriſt 
Humane or Divine? Are theſe finite or infinite? Was 
it not the natural Body of Chriſt that ſuffered for us 
Was it not the natural Blood of Chrift that was * 
i e os 1 B or 


n 


Body 
= know 

cue; 
Scul 
vie < 


1 


| LC 13 ] 
{or our Sint? How then can we feed upon the ſpiritual 


„we Body and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, which never (as we 
ted know of) had a Being in Heaven, nor on Earth! It is 
n- truc, we own, according to the Scriptures, that Chriſt's 
eſus Scul and Body have undergone a glorious and an ineffa- 
bie Change; 10 that if we tpeak of Chrift's Body, as it 
ſpi- no ſubſitts in an exalred State, it may well be called 
Ja friritual Body: But yet, when we feed by Faith on 
tals Þ a crucified Chrif, doth not Faith look to Chrift's Body 
the as hanging on the Croſs ; and to the real Sufferings of 
JI. . Chritt in bis Human Nature in a State of Humiliation, 
ea- as what atones Juſtice for us, and as what feeds and 
tte A nouriſhes our Souls? 
rift * TV- In the aforeſaid written Letter againſt the Book 
le? entitled, 7% JF bole Duty of Man, wherein Mr. Vite 
riſt feld quotes the 17th Faragraph of the Preface of that 
his Bool, wherein the Author, as Mr. HEitefield obſerves, 
ho talking of the Second Covenant, ſpeaks tnus + ** The 
by 7 © Second Covenant, ſays he, was made with Apam, and us 
iſt 2 © in him, preſently after his Fall, and is brief'y contained in 
p- © theſe Words, Gen. 3. 15. ese God arclarts, that the 
olf Feed of the Woman ſball bruiſe the Serpent's Head; And 
y? | 1 , was made ib, as the Firſt <vas, of ſome Hercies to 
p- © beafforded us by God, and ſome Duties to be performed by 
of "3 % © Who that is any wey enlightened cannot but ſee 
al © the falſe Divinity and fundamental Errors of this Prſſage . 
li- * For how can it be froved, that the Second Courrant was 
6. made with Adam, or that cer God entered into any ſcvenant 
he * ct all with Man after ke had broken the firſt ? It is true God 
9. R* the Father did enter into a Second Cevenan (and that from: 
Se ¼ Eternity) with the ſecond Adam, the God Map (iu iſt 
? 2* Feſus,in our flead: Put it cannot le proved, that be made 
„e any Second Covenant at all witb Adam bimſelſ,or any of bis 
To =* Poſtirity * | 
< 7 Before we come -to propoſe Queries on this Bead, it 
it may not be amiſs to premiie a Word or two, to prevent 
e 7 Miſtakes, v'z. 
ſt I. We freely grant that Chrift Jeſus is our ſecond 
is Adam, our common Head and Surety in the Second Co- 


venant, and that the Firſt Adam was only a private Belie- 
ver 


2 
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ver or Perſon, and ſo muſt come in, or enter into Cove. 2 
nant with God by or thro' a Mediator, and at a Second 
Hand (it we may fo ſpeak) as well as we his Poſterity. 
And when we read the 16th. Paragraph of the Preface RF 
of that *fore cited Book, we cannot but judge that the 
Author thereof doth fully own this, when he ſaith, ** Fr, 
« the" by that Sin of Adam all Mankind were under 
the Sentence of eternal Condemnation, yet it pleaſed © 
« God ſo far to pity our Miſery, as to give us his Son, 
and in him to make a new Covenant with us, after 
© ave had broken the Firft.” Thus far the Author ſeems ® 
found enough. 9 
Whether the next Paragraph that Mr. VT bitefeld : 
condemns may bear a favourable Conſtruction, we leave 
you to judge; but we cannot but heartily join with him 
in ſhewing our Diſlike to whatſoever in axy Author may 
miſlead the Weak or [gnorant, or countenance the Erroneous: ÞT; 
Yet, whether this may lay a Foundation for ſuch a hard 
Cenſure as that he was not a Real Chriſtian at Heart, * 
or had not ſo much as a Head Knowledge of the Goſpel © 
of Chriſt, as Mr. 4 hiteßeld aſſerts, it what we are at a 
Loſs to determine ? How would Mr. / bitefela, or ſome 
of nis warm Adherents, like it, if ancther would take 
the ſame Liberty to cenſure his Writings, and him for 
them, tothe ſame Degree ? Upon the like Ground, we 
muft, and do condemn the Author of The Whole Duty of © 
Man, for Aſſerting that tlie Second Covenant was made 
with Adam, and as in him, if thereby is meant, his be- 
ing our Publick Head and Sutety in the Second Cove- 7 
nant. And may not we alſo condemn Mr. Whitefield : 
for Running into another Extreme and an Error, that 
ſeems as dangerous as this, in Aﬀerting that God never 
made any ſecond Covenant at all with Alam himſelf, or 
any of his Poſterity? And maſt beg leave to lay before 
you the following Queries. | 
Duer, I. How can Chrift be a Mediator of the new © 
Covenant, it there be no other Parties in the Cove- 
nant, but God the Father, and Chriſt engaging for us? Io. 
Muft not the Elect or Belicvers be conſidered as a third 
Party in the ſecond Covenant? FUR WI | 
Fo 2 
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Cove. Dyer. II. How can the new Covenant be called a 
«con; Tettament, and Chrift the Teſtator ot it, if there be 
Ino Parties in it but the Father and him? He receives 
all from the Father as Mediator: On whom then doth 
ne beftow Legacies, without there be a third Party in 


at the 

4 He his Covenant? ; 

u. 2uer. III. How is the ſecond Adam, Chriſt Jeſus, a 
leaſed Fuback Head and Surety of his elect Seed, unleſs ſuch 


come under the Bond of the ſecond Covenant; and that 


— not only virtually, as Elect, but alſo in time actually as 
cem Belie vers; ſo that the Covenant may be truely ſaid, to 
* eſtabliſhed and made with themin Chriſt wy 
i wer, IV. How can any juſtify Mr. I hitefeeld's Cal- 
_=_ IJ iu de Second — * Promiſe, — that in a 
him Way of Diſtinction from and Oppoſition to its being a 
may Covenant? when the Apoſtle calls it, in Reſpect of 
E the ſeveral Editions of it, the Covenants Promiſe, 


> pd ii 12. Is there anv Promiſe made to the Sinner 


har, or Believer, but what is or may be, yea, muſt be owned 
oſpe! to be a ſecond Covenant Promiſe? And are not all 
: LL 29 that are Strangers to the Covenant of Promiſe, or out 
** of the Bond of the ſecond Covenant, without God, 
rake without Chrift, and without Hope? How poor then is 


a for © be Condition of all the Poſterity of Adam, if it cannot 
de proven, that God did make any 1econd Covenant 
„%, With any of them? Muſt nor then all of them be under 
74 the Law as a broken Covenant, and under the Curſe 
= thereof, without Remedy ? 
= Ser. V. If there be not any ſecond Covenant at all 
made with Adam himſelf, or any of his Poſterity; what 


eld then can we make of plain Scripture Texts, that ſpeak 
Ds 6 of God's Covenanting or making a Covenant with 
or Men, Ges 17. 7. Deut. v. 2. Xxix. 10. 15. 2 Sam. 

23.5. 1 Kin 8. 9. 21. [ſal. 55. 3. Per. 31. 33. Hieb. 


8. 10 Hef. 2. 18, 19. with many more that may be 
guoted to the ſame Purpoſe ? Do not we on the other 
= Hand, read of Men's convenanting with God, 2 Kin. 
23. 3 2 Chron. 34. 31. 2 Chron. 29. 10. Neb. 9- 38? 
How can we give up the many Scores of Scripture 
Texts, that ſeem plainly to import, that the ſecond Co- 
| | | venant 


a „ "5 225 * Sa 
venant is made with Believers in Chcift Jeſus ? wvorr'd Þ 
this be Reformation! May not we as rationally give up 
the whole Bible, as any confiderable Part of it? Will 
it do, that we believe as Mr. Whitefield ſpeaks or writes 7 
contrary to plain & Texts? 40 

ver VI. Is it any Thing like a ſolid Way of Argu- 0 ke 
ing, tor Men to ſay, that there is a Covenant of Re- 
demption, therefore there is no Covenant of Grace; 
when the very Deſign of the one was to lay a Founda- 
tion for the other: Or, becauſe there is a Covenant 
made with the Redeemer, therefore there is none made 
with the redeemed Ones, to whom Chrift is faid to be 
on as a Covenant of the People? Is it any Argument, 

at becauſe there was a Covenant made with Chriſt as 
Second Adam and ick Head of his Elect Seed; there- 
fore there was no Covenant made with his Seed in time? 
Is it any Argument that becauſe there was a Counſel ol 
Peace from all Eternity, between the Father and the Son, 
that therefore there is no Covenant of Peace and Re- 
conciliation tranſacted in Time, through the Mediator, 
with fallen Sinners? How cou'd the former be of any 
Uſe without the latter follow? | L 

Quer. VII. If it be ſaid, that the ſecond Covenant 
con'd not be made with Adam, or any of his Poſterity, 
becauſe it was made primarily with Chriſt; may not 
we as well fay, that the firſt Covenant was not at all 
made with us, becauſe it was made primarily with 
Adam, as our Surety and Covenant-Head ? Was not 
the very making of the firſt Covenant with Adam, as a 
publick Perſon, the making ot that Covenant at leaſt 
virtually with us in him? Was not the making of the 
ſecond Covenant with Chtiſt as a publick Perſon, vir- 
tually the making that Covenant with us? Did not 
the Conſent of our Repreſentative make us Parties in 
the firft Covenant 2 Why then will not the Conſent 
of the ſecond Alam make his Convenant-Seed Parties in 
his Covenant as well ? If the Conſent of our Repreſen- 
tative doth not make us Parties in the firſt Covenanr, © 
how are we born under the Guilt of Adam's firſt Sin? 
How are Infants in the Womb bereaved of Original, 

Righteouſneſs | 
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Rianteouſaeſ7 and born in Sin? | Is not the Original 

'e up 3 pollutions of our Natures the Fruit and Puniſhment of 

Will the firit Trantgreſſion of Adam? It an implicite Con- 
prites 


[ tent to the Herms of the firſt Covenant in grown Per- 
bons, and acting accordingly, be a Bond firm enough 


rgu- io keep and hold us Parties in that Covenant; Why 
Ke- will not an explicite Conſent to the Terms of the ſe- 


Fcond Covenant make us Covenanters with God? Do 
not Believers, when they come ra believe and profeſs 


nant Faith in Chrift, as expreſsly. and explicitely enter un- 
nade der the Bond of the ſecond Covenant, as any of the 
o be Fons of Adam ever entered into the Bond of the firlt ? 
ent, F Beſides, if the Conſent of our Head and Surety in the 
{tas ſecond Covenant, doth not make us Subjects and Par- 
erc= ties in the Covenant; How then can Infants be rege- 
ne ? CFnerated and ſaved? _ F 
l of Quer. VIII. If there be not any ſecond Covenant at all 
Son, made with Men, how can the Sacraments be call'd ſealing 
Re- Ordinances ? Can they ſeal the Covenant to us, it it he 
tor, true there is naue made with us! Can the Covenant be 


X confirmed to us by Seals, before, or without it is made 
with us? And doth not Mr. I biteßßela ſet m to allow, 
that the Sacraments are ſealing Ordinances? When 
be ſaith, in his Journal, p. 110, © This Day 24 Tears, 
2 * was Þ baptized; Lord ! to what litile Purpoſe habe I li- 
= * ved? Hoxwever, I ſealed my baptitmal Covenant with 
my dear Saviour's moſt bleſſed Body and Blood, and truſt 
* in his Sirengh 1 ſhall keep and perform i: Now, what 
Covenant is that, which is tranſacted over between God 
Hand Believers in all Ages, in the Uſe of ſealing Ordi- 
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the Inances, it it be not the Covenant of Grace, or the ſecond 
vir- _F*Covcnant ? 5 8 E | 
not PV. In the ſame Letter, p. 4. Mr, Hbitefield further 
in ask, bere any Covenant js contained in theſe Words, 
ſent Jie Seed of the Woman ſbæll bruiſe the Serpint's Head, 
s in and how it is * made wp of ſome Alercies to be afforded by 
ſen- God and ſome Duties to be performed by ws I” * Here is a 
ant. * free Gift and Promiſe of Saluation made to Adam, but no 
in? ' Covenant, Here is net @ Word of a Condition mentioned. 


E it waits frog Gift of God ie. . 


Der. 
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fion through Chrift) ſo alſo the Promiſe of Chriſt him- 


included and primarily intended ? 


quently contain an i licite Condition? Beſides, what 
this Promiſe ? And is it not evident, that there are many 
conditional Promiſes added to the abſolute Promiſes, that 
ſo we may have a compleat View of this Covenant ? 
Can any Man expect to have a truer View of the ſe- 


initial and firft Edition cf it, than by a fuller View of all 


under the Difpenfations we are under ? Is not there 
more required of thoſe that received more? 


tinomian as the other runs in the Armirian Scheme: 
and ſo leave the true Goſpel Doctrine, or Calxiniſtical 
ard [ wileran *cheme, in the middle between theſe two 


urder the Law as a Covenant? If there be no Duties 


of them & often blamed and reproved ? 
or Duties in the ſecord Covenant ene while, as may be 
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Quer. I. Was not here (beſides a Promiſe of Salva- | 
ſelf to be a Saviour and Covenant of the Pecple herein 


wer. II. Tho* we freely grant there is no expreſs * 
Condition mentioned in ſaid Promiſe, yet we wou'd a- 
= ask, Doth nor every Promiſe in our Bible, in the 

arure of it, require Faith to believe and embrace 
it, before we can recap the Benefit of it, and conſe. * 


are the both Teftaments, but a tuller Explication of AJ 


cond Covenant, as to the compleat Nature of ir, in that | 


its Editions compared tcgether ? Are there net _ 3 
weighty Truths and . to be learned from the alt- 

ter Editions thereof, renchirg the Nature of this Cove- 
nant, which are of abſolute Neceſſity to Salvation, nor 


Orer. III. Whether it be not as great an Error in 
Divinity, to deny conſequent Cerdinens or Duties in 
the fecord Covenant, as to aſſert antecedent Conditi- 
ens thercin? Doth net the ore run as far into the Au- 


firaincd Extremes? Doth not the Law as a Rule of 1 
Lite, require Duties of thoſe that are delivered ſron 


required in the ſecond Covenant, to what Purpoſe are 
we ſo often preſs'd to the Performarte of them, in the 
Old and New Teflament ; and why are the Neglecters 


Jus r. IV Whether Mr.  bitefeld well agrees with ö 
bimielt or Truth, in ſeemingly denyirg any Condition | 


ſeen | 


: * 
by other Authors ? 
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ſeen in the forecited Letter, p. 4, 5. when he himſelf 
elſewhere preſſes Men to perform thoſe eafy Conditiong 
preſcribed by our Saviour, as neceſſary to Salvation, 
and upon Pain of Damnation, as appears by p 71 and 
92 of Vol. I. of his Se: mont printed at Philadelphia 

VI. Mr W#hitefeld, in his Sermon on Job vii. 37, 
38, 39. in his opening and I the Apoitle's 
Commiſſion, p. 8, 9. [vol 2. þ 128] hath theſe 
Words, viz. * For though wwe tranſlate theſe I or di. bap- 
« tizing them in the Name; yet as the Name of God, in 


© the Lord's Prayer, and ſeveral other Places, ſignifies bis 
Nature, they might as well be tranſlated thus, baptizing 
4 them into che Nature of the Father, into the Nature 
of the Son, and into the Nature of the Holy Ghoſt? 


ter I, Whether it be not an Error to ſay, that by 


, God's Name, in the Lord's Prayer, we arc to under- 
> ftand his Nature? 
Name there, his Word, his Works, his Ordinances, 


Are not we to underſtand by God's 


_— his Titles, Attributes, and every Thing 
ereby God makes himſelf known, as we are taught 


Duer. II. Whereas Mr. Whitefield before acknow - 
ledges, that his Commiſſion authorizes Minifters to 
baptiz.e the proper Subjects of Baptiſm in all Ages, we 
would ask, In what Age of the New Tettament 
Church, could mere Man fulfil it, in the Senſe Mr. Hite- 


Feld gives of it, by baptizing Men into the Nature of 


rhe Father, and into the Nature of the Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt? What can be meant by baptizing Men into 


the Nature of the Father, &c. unleſs it be regenerating 
> Men? If fo, can one Man regenerate another? How 
then cou'd this Commiſſion be fulfilled ? If the Prieſt 


can ſulfil this Commiſſion in this Senſe of it, why may 
not he as well turn the Bread and Wine in the other 


| Sacrament, into the true Body and Blood of Chrift ? 


And when Mr, I bitefield, as we have noted already, 
ſpeaks elſewhere of the Spiritual Body and Spiritual 


Blood of Jeſus Chrift, with which Souls are nouriſbed, 


we would ask, whether this doth not ſavour ſomething 
of Tranſubſtantiation? For though we treely own, 
ac- 


according to the Scripture, that God prepared him « 1 
natural Body, which he offered once a Sacrifice for Sin; 
yet we would know a Creature of whoſe makin 
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ture of the Prieß's Making ? 


VII. Oger. I. How doth Mr. Hbitefield 
himſclf, when in p. 9. [vol 2. P. 128. ] of laſt cited Ser- 


Th 
it's ſpiritual Body and Blood, if it be not a Chet J 


ee with 


mon he faith, * i is evident, that we all muſt actually 


receive the Holy Ghoſt,” &er ce can ſay, that we triely , 


believe in Jeſus Cbriſt,“ compared with what he faith 


in p. 18. [vl 2. p. 137 ] of the fame Sermon, which is 
as follows, viz. For notwith#4 | 
© funk into the Nature 
yon truely believe on Feſus C 
© the quickning Spirit promiſed in the Text, and be reſtored 
© to the glorious Liberty of the Sons of God Dotu not 
Mr. Hbitefeld in this laſt Clanſe ſeem to make ue 
Faitb an antecedent Condition to Men in the State ß 
Nature, to be per formed by them in order to receive the 
quickning Spirit? May not a dead Man wall as eaſy as 
this? Is not there better Divinity in that Paragraph '@# 
of the Book entitled The M hole Duty 
aint. than this, when he faith, ** That the third © 
«© Thing Chriſt was 10 do for us, was to enable us, or give | 
4 us Strength, te do what be requires of u:! Now, if 
we muſt ** truely believe, ert eve receive tte quicknivg © 
« Spirit,” are we not left to our own Strength in the firit 
and moſt difficalt Step! | 5 
VIII. In the . I. of I kitefteld's Sermons, printed 
7. Whether or no Mr. }bitefeeld's 
Doctrinal Query or Propoſition, which runs thus, 
© why we muſt be new Creatures, in order to qualify . 
© for being ſavingly in Cbriſt,“ be not of the ſame Pur. 7 
77 and amount to as much Hererodxy, as what Areh- 
ſhop Tullotſon ſaith, by entitli 
Regeneration, and 11 Neceſſit ri 
* Fuftification and Salvation”? And may not the ſame | 
| uences be as natively drawn from the former, that 
Mr. ;field draws from the latter, in his firft Letter 
_ kgamnft che Archbiſhop, Pp. 3.? | 1 


at Philadelphia, p. 


„Nature of 


nding you ave all now 
of the Beaſt and the Devil, yet if 
„ you ſhall receive 


his Book, On the © 
y in order to o © 
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IX. In Vol. I. p. 14 Whether or no Mr. 77 Jite- 
Felds calling * Prayer, Faſting, Hearing, Reading, and 
* the Sacraments, not only Means, but aiſo eilentii Oues 
© £:9%, be not popiſh Dialed! We own the Mezns of 
Grace and Uſe of them, necefliry to us, becaute came 
manded ; but cannot God fave Men without them! 
KX. In Pol. I. p. 16. Mr. I bit fi hath theſs 
Words, e is to be feared we ſball be found naked at the 
great Day, and in the Number of thoſe who vainly depend 
© on thtiv own Righteowſneſs, and not on ihe Kighteonſneſs 
© of Jeſus CA riſ, impated to and inherent in them, as ne- 
* ceſſary to their eternal Salvation. | 
Ser. I. How can the Righteouſneſs of Chrift, 
which is i»fnite Righteouſneſs, inbere in any finite Crea - 
ture: Mutt not we be equally rig bteous with Chriſt 
> himſelf, if his Righteouſneis inbere in us? If Chriſt's 
Rightcouſneſs inbere in us, where ſhould there be any 
Room for, or Need of the Imputat ion of it to us? 
Quer. II. If it be ſaid, that Mr. Vktitefteld intends 
no more than the Neceſſity of inherent Rigateoulnets, 
as Part of our Sanctification, then we wou'd ask, is 
this to be whon as well as imputed Riphreouts 

neſs? Or, are we to have and exerciſe a joins Lepen- 
dance upon inherent and imparted R ighteonſneſs, as tha 
Righteouſneſs of Chriſt? Is not tuis Calviniſm and 
Dwakeriſm mixt together? Is it not the talſe Notion 
that Mr. Whitefield elſewhere ſeems to entertain of 4 
real, tho* a ſpiritual forming of the Man Cbriſt Jeſus 
in Believers, the Ground cf his Error in this Point! 

XI: In Vel. I. 5 79, where Mr. I bitefield, (peaking 
of Self-denial and a ſfngle Aim at God's Glory, bath 
theſe Words, © It i this, my Brethren, that diftingatics 

= * the irne Chriflian from the meer Moralift and formal Hro- 
ch. > * feſſor, and which alone can render auy ef our Ations 


the acceptable in God's Sig be. | 

our | Quer. I. Whether Man may not eim at Ged's Ghry 
ume in thoſe Actions done in a blind Zeal! And may ror 
hat 3 ſome ſuch deny themſelves, in giving vp their own Un- 


tter derſtandings and Wills, Belicving avd Acting as the 
Church os their Guides do? Are ſuch Actions, when 
IX. contrary 


122 J 

contrary to Rule, acceptable merely upon Account of + 
good Aim ? It is hard to fay, but that Uzz2b might have 
a god Aim in flretching forth his Hand to touch the Ark; 
but did not the Event prove that the Action was not ac- ' 
ceptable ? 

Quer. II. Maſt nat all good Actions proceed from 
a good Principle, be done in a right and due Manner, 
and for a good Evd ; and aſter all, muſt not the Merits 
of Chrift be the fole Cauſe of the Acceptance of ſuch 
Aftions? How Harjb doth it ſound in the Ears of all 
true Proreftants, that any Thing in the Action itſelt, be 
proclaimed as the alone Cauſe or Reaſon of its being ac- 
ceptable in God's Sight ? 

XII. Mr. #/biteg-1d in his Journal, p 20. ſpeaking 
before of the Scotch and Engliſh Proteſtants keeping diſ- 
rin& Societies at Gibraltar, makes his Remark, bat 
* a Pity it is that Clrift's ſeamleſs Coat ſbould be rent in 
- Pheces in Account of T bines in themſelves purely indiffe- 

rent 

Duer. I. What is meant by Chriſt's ſeamleſs, Coat 
that is rent in Pieces by Men's meeting in different 
Places to worſhip God in a Way that ſeems to them 
moſt agreeable to God's Word; when in ſame of thoſe 
Places, Things in themſelves purely indifferent, and 
more than that (as has been often ſhewn) ſome Things 
of a more dark and doubtful Nature, at leaft according 
to the Apprehenſion of the ane Side, are impoſed as ne- 
ceſſary Terms of Communion? Doth not Men's Agree- 
ments in Fundamentals ſave the ſeamleſs Coat whole, 
tho* Men worſhip in different Places, becauſe of Diſa- 
greement in ſome leſſer Points. 

Quer. II. Doth not Mr. # bitefld's joining cordially 
(as we ſuppoſe) with both Parties, by conforming ta 
their different Ways and Modes, firengthen the Hands 
of the one in impoſing, and of the other in ſeparating, 
and ſo help to make the Rent wider! It is true, he may 
in his Doctrine cry againft the one and the other for 
Bigotry, &c. But how is this convincing, when his Prac- 
rice ſeems to juftify both Sides? May it not be ſuppoſed, 
that Men who are convinced in their Judgments 72 

the 
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the one Side or the other is in the Right, and aft accor- 
dirgly, dc iccm to act as h a Part as Men, and as 
C hiiftians, 2s thoſe-who jump in Witi:, and jamp out 
from all Farties in their icveral differing Ways and 
Modes, accoi ding as the Gale ſeems te blow? May it 
not be ſuppoic d, that he that hath Catholiciſm enough to 
carry bim thro' the ſeveral differing detis among Prote- 
flants, ſo as to join cordially vu each, is in great Pan- 
ger of falling into a per ſett Indifterercy in tome ain 
Points, and io to be prepare to turn Reman at Rome, 1! a 
fair Gale drives lim ihere? If Artromians, Arminians, 
and Calzinifts, ard Lil erant, while cach of them ad- 
heres to his different 2chcme. ſhould, for ſome politicł 
End, lay aſide their Jarrs, at d join Hards, and agree to 
make one Community or Church; u hether there may 
not be juf} Grounds to ſear that 1ach a Church may 
ſooner turn a Falel, than a Pillar of Truth ? Whether 


it be an adviſable Kemedy,. for Men to twallow whole 


- wed 9 4 
N — ee p20 n 
4 8 1 2 * ** 2 
4 2 * 8 
1 Ws „ 
» * 1 4 
1 


Pounds of Habe] Bigotry, ucn the bare Advice of tome 


% Hot- headed are. ag; to zurge out a few Grains of 


Party Bigotry, till we knew that the former 1s of a 
urging Nature? We grent that Unity among all true 

rote ſtants in the Truth, is very ccfirable, that fo upon 
good Ground all Names of Li inct ion might ceaſe ; 
but can any imagine, that that gocd End will be ob- 
tained, by caſting a Conte mpt upen a ſtanding Miniftry, 
and thoſe, that in ſcme goed Meaſure, have given goed 
Proof of their Faithſulreſs for many Years; and on the 
other Hand, by Idolizing raw unſtable Novices with 


2 their unturned Cakes, ſo as to give up ſunda mental 
Truths, ſtanding Judicatures, good Conflitutiore, ſcrip- 
ture Order and 


iſcipline. as a Sacrifice to obtain a 
olden Dream ot ſapfeſed Union we know rot in bat 
t any Non-conformitts are ſo happy as to come over 


4 their Scruples in the Points of Conformity, is it not all 


Reaſon that Nom confor mifts ſhould grant a Tolera- 
tion, as far as their Power reaches, to their Brethren to 
act accordirgly? Only ſeeing ſome of their Brethren 
are fo weak as to labour under the ſame Scruples that 
tFey vnce ſeemed to labour under. Is it any more but a 

| rcaſonable 


reaſonable Requeſt, that they be not aQtive in over - tur- 
ning the Conſtitution, Order and Diſcipline of the 


Church of Scotland, till ſuch a Time as we her poor Sons 
are either buried, or till we have our conſcientious 


Scruples removed fo that we may be able to follow the 


8 who ſeem for the preſent to out- run us 
XIII. 


* Vctan ] I defy thee to do thy Worft,” be an Expreſſion 


that calls for the Commendation given it in Mr. I aley's * 


Lerter ? 


XIV. Whether or no there be not an Inſinuation of : 


a Claim to immediate Revelation, in the Expreſſions 


Mr. Whit«feld drops in his Journal, p. 99. ſaying, © / * 
* pray God, I may be ſo bleſſed as to believe; for there cui! 
* certainly be a fulfilling of thoſe Things, which God by his | 
* Spirit hath ſpoken wuto my Sou; compared with p. © 
139. where he ſaith, * There are many Promiſes to be | 


* fulfilled in me, &c. 


XV. What was that Religious Concern which the 
true Miniſters of Chrift could or ſhould determine but 
by Lot, when they remained in Doubt about it after 
Prayer, and that upon 2 Day of Fafting and Prayer, of 
winch Mr. Whitefield ſpeaks in his Journal, p. 1132 


}f the Word was ßlent, what need was there of deter- 
n.inivg it? If the Word ipoke, why was not the Sen- 
#-xce there given deciſive ? What became of the þbigh 
Legrees of the Spirit, when Men took ſuch a blind Way 


to ſolve their Doubts ? Did the Spirit, and the Word 
or did their ſeveral Trumpets give a various 


Piſnnves ; 
Send! 


Is not the Uſe of Lots under the preſent Diſ- 


perſarinn, in religious Concerns, a flying out of the or- 
dinary Road to try an extraordinary expedient ? and we | 
wound te glad ro know, how far this may be ſafe ? And 
further, we defire to know, how far it may be fe 


to truſt to ſuch Guides who are ſo much in the Dark 

that they are cbliged at Seaſors to ſolve their own Doubts 

by Lots? | 3 1 | 

| XVI Mr. #titefield in N 5. 127. ſaith, 

* 1 find I gais greater Light and Knowledge by preaching 
| Extempore 


ä — — 


Journal p. 80. Whether or no Mr. [7 kitefield | 
bidding Defiance to Satan in theſe Words, © Satan! ' 


Fxiempore; ſo that I ſear I ſi culd quench the Spirit, did 
I not go on to ſteak as He gives me Utterance ? | 
DPrer, I. If by Preaching Extempore, be meant 
preaching without Premeditation or Studying, we would 
ask whether any fince the Days of Moſes, that were 
ſound in the Faith, hiye ſaid that they gained more 
Scripture Light and Knowledge by not reading and 
meditating on God's Word, than by fo doing? th 
not Mr. hies ſfeld in this differ in Judgment from Dr. 
Edwards, as tar as the Doctor diffcred iu other Points 
from Archbiſhop Tilktſon ? 3 
I, it any Way likely, that God ſhould own us the 
better, becauſe we regleft plain Duties, than if we per- 
form them? It Mr. II biteeld means any Thing elſe 
by Preaching Extempare, thould he not explain him-- 
ſelf, that fo Qualers and others may not be miſſed, to 
depend on immediate Impulſes and Revelations by ſugh 
Hints ? b | ps wet 7 ARS 
per. II. Is there any Grounds of Fear of quenching 
God's Spirit, whether in his ordinary or extraordinary: 
Gifts, by performing the plain Duties of a. +, and 
meditating on God's Word? Is not here a plain Infi- 
nuation of immediate Impulſes, and Dependance there- 
upon? If Mr. Whitefield will allow us to try the Spirits 
what Spirit is that Mr, J/ bitefield fears to quench by rea- 
ding the Scriprures, or meditating on them ? Or by 
reading and ſtudying other good Books, or by writing 
his Sermons, and making a moderate Uſe of his Notes 
to help his Memony ? Fes, would not this be much 
better than making plain Blunders for Want thereof, 
if Men's Memories do got ſerve them without this 
Care? For tho* we own, thar we like no Preacher the 
better for his ulng Notes, if he hath a good Inyention 
and Memory to do well without them; yet, doth not 
. preaching with Notgs, if done x9 parpole, require as 
much, if not more Premeditation and Study, Pagn when. 
they are nat uſed; for tho* we own, that Confidence 
and Aſſurance may belp Men to rub along, and a good: 
tterance may pleaſe many who regard & nd more 
than Hatter; yet, is it ident, by comparing Mr. 
: In bitefield's 
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Whitrefeld's printed Sermons with other good Sermon- 
Books, that ſome of our old Scots Divines have more 
Matter in ore Page than he hath in ſeveral Pages ? And 
is it not true, that tho* Mr. IT hitefeld ſpeaks many 
ſourd Truths on ſome common Heads of Divinity, yet, 
we deſire to know, what Point in Divinity is that which 
ſome other Divines of our own have not more than 
trebbled him in Diflintneſs, Exafineſs and Explicitneſs ? 
And will any tell us what is the Reaſon, that many /ate 
Sermons preached by Mr. J} litefield's warm Adherents, | 
are (if we miftake not) more barren of Matter and Me- 
thod, than ſome of their former Serinons, as being 
more hung on a common String, if this proceed not 
from # ant of Studying | ] 
Omer III. Did not the Prophets themſelves, when 
deſtitute of Divine immediate Inſpiration, uſe Reading 
and Meditating, in order to gain further Light — 
Kuowledge ? 1 Pet. 1. 10. Das 9. 2 Did not Paul 
give it in Charge to Timothy, tho“ an Evangeliſt, to 
give Attendance to Reading, as well as Exhortation 
and Doctrine ? 1 Tim 4. 13, 15. i900 

XVI. Mr Whitefield, in his Journal, p 129 faith, ' 
® Now know I, that I bade received the Holy Ghoſt at the 
* Impoſition of Hands. — For, 1 feel it as much as Eliſha 
| did, when Elijah dropped his Mamle. Nay, others ſee ii 

alſo. ; 

A. I. Whether the giving the Holy Ghoft by 
the Impoſition of Hande, wasnot an extraordinary Gift, 
and now long ago ceaſed:? | ; | 

Quer: It Can any ſuppoſe, that the ordinary Gifts 
and Operations of God's Spirit, are ſo ſenſibly felt, or | 
carry with them ſo clear a Demonſtration, as the extra- 
ordinary Ones did to the Prophets? When, or how could 
Mr. }hitefield compare Feelings with Elba? |, : 

XVIII Mr. Hhitefeld in his Journal, p. 181. 
ſpeaking of ſome Duakers, with whom he converſed ; 
and of his Difagreement wirh them about the Sacra- 
ments and paying Tythes, adds, But I think their 
* Notions walking and being led by the Spirit, rig bi 
and good, | 
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Quer. I. Do not Duakers in general caft off the 
wricten Word from being a primary Rule of Faith and 
Practice, and make it at beſt but a ſecondary Rule, 
which only ſome of them will grant; which, in Effect, 
is to ſay, that it is none at all; for if Scripture be on] 

a ſecondary Rule, then it is no Rule, for a Rule mu 
be primary in its Kind; for if io, the Scripture is no 
farther a Rule than thus, If the Spirit at Scaſons, ſpeaks . 
well of any Patt, that is then to be followed; but if 
the Spirit doth prompt to throw off any Part ot it, then 
is it not to be regarded; for the Spirit is not to be 
tryed by the Rule of the Scripture, as being a higher 
Rule ? It this be not their Notion, we do not under» 
fiand their Writings. 

Der. II. How can Mr. VJ hitefield be thonglit ſound 

and orrhodox in this Point, if he judges choſe that pre- 
tend to walk by immediate Revelations and Impulſes, 
have right and good Notions ? Is not this ditferent 
from the proſeſſed Judgment of ſound Churchmen and 
Diſſenters in this Point? 
Omer. III. If it be ſuppoſed theſe Dualers might 
have different Sentimens from what their Sect have 
publiſhed to the World, ſhould not Mr. JW bitefield 
then have told us, what their Notions were? Might 
not that be inftcuftive to their Friends, and prevent 
them from being miſled by him, to think their own 
Nations good, becauſe Duakers ? 

XIX. Mr. Jbhitfeld, in his Journal, p 212, partly 
ſpeaking and partly writing to Mr. Kinchen, who, as it 
would ſcem, was under ſome Scruples about the Habits, 
and ſome other things, probably the Cete monies and Ca- 
nous in th: eſtabliſh'd Church, and fo was like to leave the 
Church and tarn Diſſenter, ſays thus, This I muſt ne:ds 
confeſs, gave me a great Shock: For [knew what dreadful 
* Conſequences would attend a need leis Separation from the 
8 2 Church. -- As for my own Part, I can ſee no des- 
© ſon for leaving th? Church, however [ am treated by the 
corrupt Members and Winifters of it: For I judge the State 
© of the Church, not from the Prattice of its Humbert, but 
its primitive and publick Conflitutions, 5 


Quer. 


L. 28 

Quer. I, Whether a cobalt orderly Separation from 
the eſtabliſhed Church, upon the Account of conſcien- 
tious Sccuples, about the Veſtments, Ceremonies, &c. be 
a needlſi Separation ? Is it not evident, to thoſe that are 
any way converſant in the late Hiſtory of the Pwritazs, 
that many conſcientious Charchmen ſuffered ſevere Penal- 
ties, by Excluſious and Impri ſonments, for not conform- 
ing to thoſe, before there was a ſeparate Dilſenter in 
England? Did not many of the Brſhops then declare 
ind the Veſtments, in plain Terms, who complied 
afcerwards meerly in Obedience to their Sovereign, as 
Head of the Churcn? What are the dreadful Conſe- 
quences that have attended ſuch a ſeparation, in conſci - 
entious and orthodox Diſſenters, who have kept them- 
ſelves evithin the Limits of the Act of Toleration? Wou'd 
not more dreadful Conſequences attend Men's conform- 
ing agziaft the DiEtates of their own Conſciences ? Do 
not more dreadful Conſequences attend Men's maling 


Sckiſms, or Fatt ions in t be Church, than by a quiet and {| h 
peneeable Separation from it? Did not Dr. Sacheverel, in mon 
his Time, make more Diſturbance and Uproar, by rarfing in 
the Mobs and warming them, than all the Diflenters in Ex 
Ermland? In what Country was it, that deſigning Men, thai 
that aimed to draw & Party after them, ſtopped at con- not 
forming to the Modes and Cere monics that were molt Am 
admired by the Valgar ; at leatt fora Time? the 
Quer. II. Whether Corruption in Miniſters and Mem- and 
bers, when incurab/e, either for Want of Diſcipline, or it © 
the due Exerciſe of it, be nor a juſt Cauſe of Separation Was 
o every one that judges in Conſcience that Minifters and pi. 
——, are generally become corrupt? How far can of 
ſuch an one be judged to walk regularly and conſciemi-H the 
paſly himſelf, who judgetn that Miniſters and Members . 
are become corrupt in a Church, and yet withdraweth not 
not from ſuch diſorderly and corrupt Brethren ? vi 
A2uer. III What Sort of a Reformer can be be, as ta | 
Doctrine or practical Godlineſs, that Judges the State of to 
xhe Church from its primitive and publick Conſtitutions, *o 
arid not from the Practice of its Members? If it be the 121 
Practice of the Miniſters to-proach corrupt Defirine, and 0 


the 
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the Pratice of Members to profeſs corrupt Principles, and 
to act accordingly, who can believe the State ot that 
Church to be good, let their primitive and pablick Con- 
ſtitutions be never fo good and orthodox? Who can 
doubt, but that the primitive Conſtitutions were good in 
the Church of Rome? What great Degeneracies muſt 


Men ran into, before they have Courage enough to 
alter their publick Conſtitutions, who think after thir 


Manner! 

XX. Mr. I bitefeld in his Journal, p 216. cries or 
with ſome Emphaſis, Oh ! what Advantage hath Satan 
0 gained over us, by our Brother K inchin putting of bis 
© Gown : | 
Quer. I. What can be the Meaning of this Outery, if 
ſomething more than is ſpoken be not intended? If the 
Gown be a Thing entirely indifferent, what Da 
could it be to the main Cauſe that Mr. Kinch ſhould 

at it off upon conſcientious Scruples, as well as Mr. 

bite field does at Seaſons in point of Liberty when a 
mong Diſſenters? Doth not Mr. Miurfeld ſeem to hint 
in p. 214. That the Kingdom of Ged doth not conſiſt In 
Exicrnals? and what, but a Cloak, is more external 
than a Gown ? If a Catholiciſm be intended, why mighic 
not a good Diſſenter be of uſe in England as well as 
America, to carry it on? Hath not Mr I Titefeld made 
the Experiment ot praying and preaching without it ? 
and doth he ſind any more odds then, than when he hath 
it on? Can any of F/hitefield's Oppoiers think, that he 
was ſo mean as to think that the Gown was any of our 


- ſpiritual Armour? Doth not Piſhop Laimer, at the Time 


of his being ſtripped of the Veſtments, ſexm to hint that 


the main Loſs was that he could make no more Fly 


Mater? and unleſs that would help tome what, hy muy 
nor a Man as well, in the Strength of Chriſt, wrctile 
with the Devil in bis Coat? 

XXI. Mr. }irsfeld in his Jourval, p 234 in Anſon 
to a Query propoſed in p 233 faith, as for the Br 
* of an Attorney, I think it wnlawfu! for 2 Chriflian, at 
© leaft excteding dangerous: Avoid it therefore, and glorify 
* God in ſome other Station. — wt 


rs 
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Quer. I. Why ſhould un Buſineſs of an Attorney be 
thought wnl:wful, or at leaſt exceeding dan gerout, if con- 
ſeientiouſiy diſcharged? Is not the Civil Li, in its 
Place, as well as the Divine, ti}! good, it tounded upon 
Equity, and lawfally ated ? How can poor Farmers 
have the Privilege of the Law, unleſs they are broxgbt 


What fignifies our having good Laws, without all the 
Subjects are ſome- how put in 4 Way to obtain the Pri- 
vilege of them in proper Seaſon? Is it not more dange- 
rous by far, tor Men to truſt Lives and Fortunes in the 
Hands of uncbriſtian Advocaies and ſidges? Are not Ho- 
neſt and Chriftian Attornies ore great Defence, under God 
and the King, of oar Chriftian and Civil Privileges ? 
What will engage Men to Faithtulneſs in ſuch Places, 
more than the true Fear of God, and the firm At achment 
to true Chriftian Principles, and their viewing of the 
Sacred and Civil Privileges of others as t heir own in com- 
mon with others? Have not even Quaters now a days in 
Pennſylvania, come over their Scrupies in thi Point ? 

rer. II If a Civil Office in the Common Wealth be 
unlacuful, at leaſt exceeding dangerous, ou dingerout 
and wviawful muſt a Military- Office be? Maſt it not 
of Conſequence follow, that the O:1ce of a General or 
Captain in an Army be unlatſul and dangerous with a 
Witneſs? And if any Englyib Subject could convert a 
great Part of the Fellow Subjects into ſuch Principles as 
theſe now iu a Time of War, would it not be a Piece of 
common Juſtice for the Crown of Spain to allow them 
at leaſt as large a Penſion as wonld maintaiu an Army 
equal to the Number of that converted Party, if not a 
little larger, and let them ſhare in the Plunder, in caſe 
the Victory be got over the unconverted Party, who 
hazard Lives and Fortunes for the publick Defence of 
the Nation ? | | 

Thus we have laid before you what now occurs of 
conſcientious Scruples If we have miſunder ſtood any 
Paragraph herein cited, and therzby have been miſled 8 


7 to it themſelves, without the Help of conſcientious 
ttornies, well verſed in the Law, to plead for them ? 
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ask any improper P:refiions „ we are willing to 
be /et rigbi iu what we are wrong; our Aim being to get 
right Information in theſe Points, and a fate Reſolution of 
dur Doubts; hoping you will allow us the Liberty to lay 
our Scruples betorc you in their full Strength, without 
which we ſee not how you can be in a Way to reſolve 
us fully by your Anſwers. Albeit, we be not accurate 
enough in every Point to ſuit our Queries to your proper 
Paragraphs, as Men of Learning might be able to do, by 
eaſon of their better Education. We ſhall now con- 
clude with a few general Queries upon the whole, and 
then ſubmit all to your mature Jugdments. = 
Quer. I. Whether or no Men's Heb Pretences to the 
Spirit, when their Doctrines appear not to come up to 
that Degree of Accuracy which other Divines have attain- 
ed to, who never pretended to any thing extraordinary, be 
not liable ro Suſpicion ? | 
Quer. II How can it be ſuppoſed, that any regular 


Reformation can be carried on by a Combination of Anti- 


nomians, Arminians and Calcinifts joining Hand in Hand? 
ver. III. Whether or no the firarge Fits and Coroul - 


ſions, and the Noiſe of Vent and Revelations, that ſeem 


to prevail along with this Schem?, be Matter of Jey and 
Comfort, or of Grief ? | 

Duer IV: How could the Oxford Methodiſts, being 
at firft a Company of young Students in the College, be 
ſo liberal in ara Ims and Deeds of Charity, ſo as 
to be able to raiſe their Characters to an high Pitch up- 
on this Account, while poor Scholars, unleſs they had 
a large publik Fund? | 

Quer V. How comes it to paſs, that many who never 
appeared to have any Regard for Religion, nor ſeem to 
come nearer to join with any religious Seciety of any Deno- 
mination, yet arc, or ſeem to be very zealous for this 


new Scheme ? 


Quer VI. Whether it be any true Sign of Reforma- 
tion in Men, that when they pretend to Converſion and 
big b Degrees of ſpiritual Attainments, that they manifeſt 
more Hatred and Rage againſt their former pious _ 

ers 
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da” and PFellw- Members, and declaim worſe agaiuſt 
them than againſt the Rabble and Errors of the Times, if 
turtrent Reports. be true, that many new Converts, at | 


they call themſelves, do ſo? 
by the Presby ** of Newcaftlc, and it was agreed uf 


& 
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{ 
HE SE Remarks and Queries were cenſidered 1 


ö 
Ti cn, that Mr. Whitefield being 3, 4a ſoon, to com 
again into theſe Parts ; therefore as be beft underſtands bis 
an {ntentions, in theſe Expreſſions that ſeem to us to have | 
4 « bad Aſhes, we leave it to the People to print their Remarks, \ | 
ard Hr Whitefield himſelf to anſwer them. Mr. Ales. 
Hutchinſon, % Samuel Blair, and Ms. 22 Ten 
nent, voted thas — Mr Whitefield oo xpeFed ſoon 
to come again into theſe Parts, and as be Þ . nden, 
bis _ ntentions in ſuch Expreſſions, in ſaid Remarks, as 
ſeem to us to bave a bad Aſdect, wwe leaus it to the People to 
print their Remarks, and Mr Whitcheld himſelf to anſwer 
ter. William M®*Crea and: John Bravade choſe this | \ 
laß State of the Pete likewiſe. 4 
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